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This is in response to application filed on February 27, 2002 in which claims 1-32 are 
presented for examination. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-32 are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed on January 08, 2004 is in compliance 
with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609. It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has been considered as to the 
merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 , 16, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Meske et al. U.S. Patent no. 5,530,852. 

As per claims 1 , 25 Meske et al. disclose "a method for preparing files for storage 
in a server comprising: generating a profile for a selected file, the profile identifying the 
at least one associated file as associated with the selected file (Col. 6, line 38_Col. 7, 
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line 29); and transmitting, to a server, the selected file, the profile, and the at least one 
associated file" (See Meske et al. Figures 1-2; Col. 2, line 20-Col. 3, line 9). 

As per claim 16, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. Notice that generating a file and transmitting a file has been 
discussed above. In addition, Meske et al. disclose the claimed limitations of "for each 
level of the descendent files, generating a profile for each descendent file in the level, 
the profile identifying all of the descendent files that are immediately associated with the 
descendent file as immediately associated with the descendent file" (See Meske et al. 
Figures 6A-6B; Col. 6, line52-Col. 7,line 29). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
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consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 2-15, 17-24, 26-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meske et al. U.S. Patent no. 5,530,852 in view of Siefert U.S. Patent 
no. 5,721,906. 

As per claim 2, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. 

It is noted, however, Meske et al. did not specifically detail the claimed feature of 
"after transmitting the selected file, the profile, and the at least one associated file, 
initiating downloading of the selected file from the server; identifying the at least one 
associated file by examining the profile; and in response to identifying the at least one 
associated file by examining the profile, initiating downloading of the at least one 
associated file from the server" downloading resources (See Siefert Col. 4, lines 15-45; 
Col. 15, lines 31-40; Col. 11, lines 10-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Meske et al. wherein the client server system provided 
thereof (See Meske et al. Figures 1-2) would have incorporated the method of 
downloading files as taught by Siefert. The motivation being to permit management of 
resources 
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As per claim 3, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, both Meske et al. and Seifert disclose "wherein 
the profile identifies the at least one associated file using a Uniform Resource Locator" 
because of their being in the Internet environment (See Meske et al. Figure 4; See 
Seifert Figures 1A-1E). 

As per claims 4-6, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, Seifert disclose the claimed features of 
"associating a globally unique identifier with each of the files, wherein the profile 
additionally identifies the at least one associated file by the respective globally unique 
identifiers"; " after transmitting the selected file, the profile, and the at least one 
associated file, determining if any of the at least one associated file is a missing file, 
wherein the missing file is any of the at least one associated file that has a different 
identifier than the identifier used by the profile to identify the at least one associated file; 
and searching, using a globally unique identifier associated with each of the at least one 
associated file, for the missing file"; "determining the different identifier of the missing 
file; and updating the profile with the different identifier for the missing file" (see Seifert 
et al. Figures 1A-1E). 

As per claim 7, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, Meske et al. disclose "receiving, at the server, 
the selected file, the profile, and the at least one associated file; and indexing, at the 
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server by a document manager residing in the server, the profile" (See Meske et al. 
(See Meske et al. Figures 6A-6B; Col. 6, line52-Col. 7,line 29). 

As per claim 8, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 2 above. In addition, Seifert discloses "storing the at least one 
associated file in a memory associated with a client under a local identifier" (See Seifert 
col. 23, lines 14-23; col.5, lines 30-36). 

As per claim 9, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claims 1-2. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

As per claim 10, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 9 above. In addition, both Meske et al. and Seifert disclose "wherein 
the profile identifies the at least one associated file using a Uniform Resource Locator" 
because of their being in the Internet environment (See Meske et al. Figure 4; See 
Seifert Figures 1A-1E). 

As per claims 11-13, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claim 9 above. In addition, Meske et al. disclose the claimed features of 
"associating a globally unique identifier with each of the files, wherein the profile 
additionally identifies the at least one associated file by the respective globally unique 
identifiers"; " after transmitting the selected file, the profile, and the at least one 
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associated file, determining if any of the at least one associated file is a missing file, 
wherein the missing file is any of the at least one associated file that has a different 
identifier than the identifier used by the profile to identify the at least one associated file; 
and searching, using a globally unique identifier associated with each of the at least one 
associated file, for the missing file"; "determining the different identifier of the missing 
file; and updating the profile with the different identifier for the missing file" (see Meske 
et al. Figures 1A-1E). 

As per claim 14, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 9 above. In addition, Meske et al. disclose "receiving, at the server, 
the selected file, the profile, and the at least one associated file; and indexing, at the 
server by a document manager residing in the server, the profile" (See Meske et al. 
(See Meske et al. Figures 6A-6B; Col. 6, line52-Col. 7,line 29). 

As per claim 1 5, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 9 above. In addition, Seifert disclose "storing the at least one 
associated file in a memory associated with a client under a local identifier" (See Seifert 
col. 23, lines 14-23; col.5, lines 30-36). 

As per claims 17-24, 26-32, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claims 3-8, 9-15, 16 and 25. They are therefore rejected as set forth 
above. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz Coby whose telephone number is 703 305-4006. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Maxi-Flex (Monday-Saturday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 703 308-1436. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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